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The President. I got my doctor coming to
look; we’re all right, relax—they wanted to say,
‘‘Any able-bodied person that doesn’t get a job
in a certain amount of time should just be cut
off welfare.’’ We said, ‘‘It’s okay to make people
go to work if they’re able-bodied, but don’t hurt
their children. Don’t cut off their medical cov-
erage. Don’t cut off their food coverage. Give
them child care. Give them job training, and
give them a chance to make a full life.’’ That’s
what we said. And you know, a couple of vetoes,
but we finally did it our way. We’ve had the
biggest drop in welfare rolls in the history of
this country. So I believe our side was right,
and theirs was wrong.

On the environment, when they won the Con-
gress in ’95, they tried to implement the con-
tract on America; their idea of the contract was
get rid of all the environmental rules and regula-
tions because they are bad for the economy.
Our idea was you can make the economy better
and the environment better. That’s Patty
Murray’s idea. That’s why she got such a big
hand on Hanford—[applause].

The truth is, today, 1997, compared to 1992,
we have 13.5 million more jobs, cleaner air,
cleaner water, fewer toxic waste dumps, and a
safer food supply. Patty Murray was right, and
her critics were wrong. And you ought to send
her back to the United States Senate on the
basis of it.

So I guess my plea to you is, the people
of Washington State have been good to Bill
Clinton and to Hillary Clinton and to Al and
Tipper Gore. You voted for us twice. You’ve
given us a chance to serve. But we need leaders
in this battle who understand what local condi-
tions are and what local concerns are and who
stand up for the big national issues.

Patty Murray can come before the people of
Washington and say, ‘‘Compared to where we
were, we’ve got the lowest unemployment rate

in 23 years, the lowest crime rate in 23 years,
the biggest drop in welfare rolls in history, a
cleaner environment, and I support the direction
that this country has taken. That is working.’’
And, furthermore, let’s look to the future. Who
do you really trust to give every child in this
State world-class education? Who do you really
trust to make sure that we do everything we
can to provide health insurance to the children
in poor working families who don’t have it? Who
do you really trust to continue to fight these
environmental battles and to deal with all these
other things? Patty Murray.

I say this now, and every group of Americans
I speak to: This is a democracy. There is a
direct line of causation from your presence here
tonight, the contribution you have made, the
work you will do to what happens in Wash-
ington, DC, the decisions that are made, and
how it echoes back all across America into every
little hamlet in this State. This is a better coun-
try because the ideas and the values that Patty
Murray espouses have dominated the American
political landscape, and we are further toward
the future, toward building that bridge to the
21st century because of it—more opportunity,
more citizen responsibility, and a much, much
stronger sense of community than if those who
opposed her ideas and her votes had prevailed.
So you stick with her, and we’ll go there to-
gether.

Thank you, and God bless you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:05 p.m. in the
Pavilion at the Seattle Center. In his remarks, he
referred to Ken Alhadeff, chairman, Elttaes En-
terprises; Mayor-elect Paul Schell of Seattle; and
Brian Baird and Greta Cammermyer, candidates
for Washington State’s Third and Second Con-
gressional Districts, respectively. A tape was not
available for verification of the content of these
remarks.

The President’s News Conference With Prime Minister Jean Chretien of
Canada in Vancouver, British Columbia
November 23, 1997

President Clinton. I want to thank the Prime
Minister for hosting this and for giving us the
chance to come back to Vancouver. My family

and I had a wonderful vacation here back in
1990, before I was President—back when I had
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a family life that was normal—and we loved
it. This is a great place for the APEC summit.

I also want to thank Canada again for what
I think is very probably the most cooperative
relationship in the world in trade and investment
and in the work we do in the environment and
law enforcement. And I hope that as we look
ahead to the new century, that the partnership
that we’ve had, the cooperation we’ve had will
be a genuine model that other countries will
try to follow.

I think it’s worth mentioning, Mr. Prime Min-
ister, that we committed ourselves again to work
to find a meaningful solution to the problem
of climate change and the reduction of green-
house gas emissions. We talked about our con-
tinuing commitment to secure democracy—de-
mocracy’s roots and sustainability in Haiti. We
discussed a number of other issues, and I want-
ed to say to you that I very much welcome
these initiatives that were launched last April
in Washington on how we can meet the environ-
mental challenges of the future and how we
can work to fight criminals who use cross-border
telemarketing schemes to prey upon both Cana-
dians and Americans.

And I wanted to reiterate also here in Canada
that we discussed this issue of Pacific salmon,
and our special representatives have been work-
ing hard to get these stakeholders talks re-
started. I am committed to them. I think this
issue has gone on too long; it’s caused too much
friction between our people. And I want to reaf-
firm to you publicly that I believe this process
can produce an agreement in good faith and
that I will do my part to implement it in good
faith.

And finally, let me just thank you for your
leadership in APEC. I am very, very pleased
with the agreement which has been reached by
our ministers to try to tear down tariffs and
open trade in nine different areas that covers
$1.5 trillion worth of trade. This is a very impor-
tant achievement for this, and I think it will
go quite nicely with our efforts to discuss what
we can do about the current financial issues
in Asia.

Our ministers in Manila have offered a pro-
posal for the IMF to take a lead, for us to
back them up, and for the countries themselves
to take appropriate steps. I think that’s the right
approach.

But I would say to all of you, I think this
is a time for confidence in the future of Asia

and confidence in the future of our relationship
with them. We have a few little glitches in the
road here; we’re working through them. And
I think in no small measure because of your
leadership, Mr. Prime Minister, and the position
Canada has enjoyed of trust and respect among
all nations, this is likely to be one of the best
meetings that we’ve ever had, and it’s coming
at exactly the right time because of all the devel-
opments in Asia. And I thank you for that.

Prime Minister Chretien. Thank you very
much.

Situation in Iraq
Q. Mr. President, do you see anything

confrontational or ominous in the latest state-
ments by Iraq’s Ambassador to the United Na-
tions suggesting that this crisis may not be over,
and Iraq is standing firm, et cetera, et cetera?

President Clinton. I can’t blame him for say-
ing that because I’ve said that. I’ve also told
you that the crisis may not be over. All I can
tell you is that the international community,
through the United Nations, has resolutions that
relate to Iraq’s weapons of mass destruction pro-
gram. We have an inspection team that I think
has done a very good job, often under very
trying circumstances. The leader of that team,
Mr. Butler, made a very forthright and clear
report yesterday to the Security Council, and
they have taken what I believe so far is appro-
priate action.

It is clear that there is a massive amount
of work that has to be done there, especially
in the chemical and biological inspection areas,
in order for UNSCOM to fulfill the mandate
it has been given by the United Nations. And
I am determined that it should do so, and I
believe all of us are.

Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation Forum
Q. Prime Minister, your Foreign Minister this

morning seemed to suggest that people, in his
words, will question the value of APEC if it
doesn’t help some of these countries move to-
ward democratic rights. I didn’t think that’s what
APEC was all about. Do you agree with what
Mr. Axworthy said? And I wonder if Mr. Clinton
sees that also as one of the aims that APEC
should have.

Prime Minister Chretien. The aim of APEC
is an economic discussion for liberalization of
trade among the countries. Of course, when—
but the reality is this: APEC is a good meeting
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to discuss these things, but we have a lot of
bilateral meetings at the same time. So we pro-
mote the changes that we believe should happen
in some of the countries on a bilateral basis.
These subjects are not discussed officially at
APEC because APEC has not been structured
for that.

But it’s great for us that it gave us the occa-
sion to have bilateral meetings with these lead-
ers. And for example, I would have bilateral
meetings with all of them, and in fact, the Presi-
dent of China is coming to Ottawa—the occa-
sion of APEC—for meetings in Ottawa and To-
ronto. So APEC is the cause of a dialog of
that nature that is very useful for all of us.
But APEC is not a meeting that is organized
for that type of discussion.

Fast-Track Trade Authority
Q. Prime Minister, did you discuss fast track,

especially in relationship to liberalization of
trade in the Americas? And also, President Clin-
ton, on this, too?

Prime Minister Chretien. Well, there was not
a direct discussion on that. We will have a meet-
ing in Chile later on. And I understand that
the vote was not taken in the United States,
but it was a postponement. But it’s up to the
President to assess what is happening there.

We are very much interested that we carry
on on the goal that we have set to us, to all
of the countries of the Americas, when the
President, at his meeting in December ’94, I
guess—where we decided that by year 2010 we
should have an agreement with all the Central
and Latin American and Caribbean countries to
be part of a kind of an expanded NAFTA.

President Clinton. Let me say, if I were you,
I would not read too much significance into
the fact that the vote was not held at the end
of the last session of Congress. I think Congress
will act on fast-track legislation early next year.
And we’re going to do our best to prevail.

I think it’s important to note that in the dif-
ficulties in the House of Representatives there
were a number of issues not directly related
to trade, which played a role in our inability
to take the vote at that time.

I also would say, though, specifically that a
lot of the legitimate concerns over the nature
of our trading relations with the rest of the
world were brought to bear in the debate on
the procedural vote, and they reflected the di-
lemma that is going on in every advanced soci-

ety in the world, in Canada, in all of Europe,
everywhere, which is, how do you achieve the
benefits of the global economy—let me finish—
how do you achieve the benefits of the global
economy and still preserve the social contract?
How do you make sure that when you expand
trade—you mentioned human rights—how do
you make sure, when you expand trade, you’re
actually elevating the human condition of your
trading partners? How do you make sure that
we have a strategy for expanding trade and
growing economies which allow—not only allow
but encourage all of us to be more environ-
mentally responsible?

So a lot of these things just need to be
worked through in governing bodies throughout
the world. And I think that in that sense it’s
a healthy thing. But I expect we’ll take some
positive action on fast track early in the next
year, and I would urge that all kind of wait
and see what we do, but I’m hopeful.

Landmines
Q. Mr. President, did the Prime Minister con-

vince you to sign on to the landmine treaty?
President Clinton. No, we haven’t discussed

that. But let me just tell you we haven’t dis-
cussed that yet here; we had a conversation
about it on the telephone the other day. The
Prime Minister has worked very hard to create
the biggest possible tent for everyone to be in
to this treaty. I want to first say that I think
Canada has done a remarkable and an important
thing in trying to get the countries of the world
to agree not to produce, deploy, or sell land-
mines. And I applaud that.

The United States, I believe, has destroyed
more landmines since I’ve been President than
any other country in the world, 1.5 million in
our own stocks; we’re about to destroy another
1.5 million. We also have spent about half the
money spent in the world on demining activities.
We lost a plane off the coast of Africa just
a few weeks ago, and all of its crew, having
deposited a demining team in Africa. And we’re
increasing by 25 percent our demining budget.

Now, because of the unique circumstances of
our program, we may not be able to sign on.
We don’t think we can sign on to the agreement
as it’s presently written because of our respon-
sibilities in Korea and because our antitank de-
fenses are not covered by the words—the plain
words of the treaty as other countries’ antitank
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defenses are. Everybody recognizes they’re le-
gitimate. And I hope we can work that out,
but if we can’t, it should not diminish the fact
that Canada has done an enormously important
thing.

Simultaneously with that, what I am trying
to do is to encourage all the major producers
and sellers of landmines in the world who are
not yet part of—out of the Ottawa regime or
any other commitment, to make appropriate
commitments not to produce, deploy, or sell
these mines. And I will continue to do that.

So I’m going to work together with the Prime
Minister on this as best I can. And if we are
not able to sign it because of those two issues,
that should not diminish the achievement that
Canada has made to get other countries in this.
And meanwhile, we will continue to be the
world’s number one destroyer of landmines, and
we will continue to spend more money and exert
more efforts to bring these mines out of the
ground that are killing people around the world.

Prime Minister Chretien. And yesterday we
add Thailand to agree to sign the treaty, and
we had a discussion with the Prime Minister
of Singapore this morning—was looking at that.
We are frustrated—some of the countries who
are not signing the treaty we are frustrated to
make a statement that they will not engage into
selling landmines and so on.

So we made a lot of progress, and we’ll keep
the pressure, gentle pressure, on the Presi-
dent—[laughter]—every time that we have an
occasion to get them to move. I do think that
there is a way to take care of the problem
of Korea and so on, but it’s complicated—I un-
derstand that—for the President of the United
States, more than for me.

President Clinton. Let me just say, though,
there’s not that much difference in our position.
This is a question of how that treaty was worded
and the unwillingness of some people to enter-
tain any change in the wording of it.

I believe I was the first world leader at the
United Nations to call for a total ban on land-
mine production and deployment. And I strongly
support what the Prime Minister is doing. And
when they were meeting in Oslo, we implored
the people there to give us the exceptions we
needed, recognizing that in the Korean Penin-
sula we’ve never had indiscriminate use of land-
mines that have had—put civilians, children at
risk, and that we have the unusual situation of
having a huge North Korean army there just

a few miles from Seoul and no way to stop
the movement there without leaving the mine-
fields there, and that we have a situation with
our antitank weapons which we have tested over
and over again to prove that they don’t amount
to antipersonnel weapons that can be left in
the field and cause danger to innocent civilians.

But the people who were at Oslo decided
they would not try to accommodate us for what-
ever reason. That was their legitimate reason.
A number of world leaders said they thought
I was right, but that they couldn’t get it done.
Now, I’m not going to fight over that. I think
that’s silly. We should look at the evidence.
What is your record on landmines? Which na-
tion has destroyed the most landmines? Which
nation is doing the most to promoted demining?
The answer to that is the United States.

And I support what Canada has done. And
I think it is a great mistake to make this whole
story about whether we will sign on to this or
not. That was a decision made by people who
decided that our antitank weapons were not en-
titled to be protected. My first responsibility,
since I may have to send our troops into conflict
situations on behalf of a lot of the nations that
have signed on to this treaty, is to make sure
that if I do that I can protect them. Now, that
is my position.

So I regret the fact that our antitank systems
are the only ones in the world that weren’t
covered by this. They have their position on
that. They have their reasons that because of
where they were in the Oslo process they
couldn’t change. That’s fine. It’s a great mistake
to make that the story.

Canada has done a magnificent thing getting
all these countries involved in this, continuing
to raise the issue. We have done a great thing
by destroying the weapons and by leading the
world’s demining effort. And we should work
together as closely as we can and not let the
differences over the wording of this treaty and
whether we sign on the bottom line at some
time or another obscure the fact that we are
moving to rid the world of these antipersonnel
weapons. It is a big deal, and it should be seen
as a positive deal that should not be obscured
by how this whole business about our participa-
tion in the treaty developed.
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International Agreement on Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

Q. With Kyoto a week away, have you come
to any agreement on reducing emissions, any
target dates? Did you decide anything today?

Prime Minister Chretien. We have not de-
cided what will be the result of Kyoto, but we
have agreed that it is very important to have
an agreement in Kyoto. And there are some
discussions at this time between the different
participants to find a compromise. We have
been engaged in that. I discussed that with the
President this morning. We want to involve the
developing nations, too, because this is not a
problem only with the industrialized nations; this
is a global issue. And even if we do what is
right among the industrialized nations, the prob-
lem can be increasing over years because of
the developing nations. It’s not affecting only
the countries where the pollution is caused; it’s
going into the atmosphere; it’s moving around.

So we want to have some statement made
by the developing nations, and we will use this
meeting at APEC to talk to some of the big
countries, like China, to engage them. I talked
yesterday with Mexico, who are part of what
we call the B categories, to get engaged and
to make some commitments that will be useful
to solve the problems in the long run.

It’s not only a problem of industrialized na-
tions, it’s a global problem. And the President
and I, I guess, would agree on that, that it
has to be done in a global fashion. So we will
be negotiating in Kyoto to involve them and
try to get some credit for when we’re helping
them to develop their economy in such a way
that they will pollute less. And it is a great
occasion for these countries to do the develop-
ment of their energy production and to do it
the right way because they’re starting, and it’s
better to do it right at the beginning than to
wait for 10 or 15 years and have to start again.

So these are the types of discussions that I
had with the President this morning, where we
want to work together with both the industri-
alized nations and the developing nations, too.

Asian Economies
Q. Mr. President, you said the U.S. should

back up the IMF in its efforts to find some
sort of stability in Asian economies. What is
the U.S. prepared to do by way of backing up

the IMF? How would you explain to the Amer-
ican public what their stake is in this issue?

President Clinton. First of all, let me describe
what we agreed to do in Manila, our ministers,
and what Secretary Rubin and Deputy Secretary
Summers have worked very hard to develop.

We basically, in response to the Asian finan-
cial markets crisis, said there ought to be a
three-step plan here. Number one, the Inter-
national Monetary Fund ought to take the lead.
Number two, they can’t take the lead unless
countries themselves have responsible policies
that inspire investor confidence, and we listed
those. Number three, the other developed coun-
tries ought to be in a position to together have
a sort of a backup stabilizing reassurance sup-
port. And it doesn’t involve an enormous
amount of money on the part of any country—
nowhere near, for example, the commitment we
made in Mexico.

And we had a bill in the last session of the
Congress that was in with our U.N. arrears that,
as you will remember, was held up because of
another domestic political dispute, but again, I
expect that will be worked out early in the next
year. So that’s kind of where we are.

We’re just banding together with the other
countries to give a little backup to the IMF
because we know how much these huge flows
of capital—they’re very massive around the
world, and they move based on a perception
of what is going to happen in the future, where
confidence is of the essence. So confidence re-
quires good practices within the countries, a
strong IMF, and the backup for the other coun-
tries. Our commitment is limited but significant
enough to send that signal when in tandem with
all of our other allies.

Prime Minister Chretien. And we’re working
on this problem since a long time. You will
remember the summit in Halifax——

President Clinton. Yes, Halifax.
Prime Minister Chretien. ——where that was

the theme of the summit because we had a
feeling that it was to be a problem. So we have
strengthened the mechanism used by IMF and
trying to prevent the crisis and so on. But as
the President said, there is a lot of speculative
interpretation of what is going on—that we have
to say. And we believe that in the Asia-Pacific,
the countries are not facing a massive recession;
it’s not true at all. These countries will still
be growing. And a lot of the mistakes that were
made were not necessarily made by action of
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government. It was a lot of people borrowing
short-term money to build hotels and office
buildings and so on. And suddenly, with the
speculation, they’re trapped. And the govern-
ment has come to the rescue of who?—of the
private sector. And we have to keep that in
mind.

So we need to try to—and I guess there is
a lot of consensus here that we have to back
up the IMF, ask the countries to have the prop-
er programs to meet the requirements of IMF.
And what is important—in the communique it
looks like we have made more agreements than
predicted because we believe that we have to
carry on on the course of freer trade and more
movement of capital around the world. That’s
the way that growth will come, and it is through
growth that you can attend to the social prob-
lems that exist in all these countries.

President Clinton. I’d like to say one other
thing. Just a minute. If you look at—I just want
to hammer home this—maybe the best thing
we’re doing to help the situation is the agree-
ment we’ve made to push for lower tariffs and
open trade in nine new areas, including environ-
mental technology, which will help what we’re
trying to do on climate change, because that
will show that we understand that we’re leading
the way to growth through increasing trade and
investment in the areas that are critical to the
21st century economy.

The Prime Minister has made this point over
and over again, but I predict to you that our
making that common commitment and going
forward and building on what we’ve done with
the information technology agreement will have
a significant positive impact in the confidence
people have about whether they should be in-
vesting in all the countries participating here,
including our two.

[The following question was asked in French.
Prime Minister Chretien answered in French,
and his remarks were translated by an inter-
preter.]

Q. Mr. Prime Minister, concerning the IMF,
given the fact that Korea and Thailand are al-
ready involved, do you think the agreement is
sufficiently solid?

Prime Minister Chretien. I think the answer
is positive, and we will be helping, if necessary.

The IMF is a first line of defense; then perhaps
we might need a second line of defense. And
I think that the IMF has managed very well
the Mexican crisis 3 years ago. This is a very
important example. And it will also be able to
manage the Pacific crisis. And if there are addi-
tional resources that are needed, we will be
communicating with members of the IMF, if
necessary. And I trust that it will work.

Thank you very much.
Q. Are you prepared for the United States

to participate in a backup to any IMF package
to aid South Korea?

President Clinton. First of all, I think that
the South Korean situation is covered by the
statement we put out in Manila. And I think
the important thing that we should do now is
to focus on how South Korea fits within that
framework. South Korea—we should look at
that, we should—the IMF is going to look at
it; the IMF is going to make a judgment. There
are certain things the South Koreans may have
to do. And then, under certain circumstances,
any country involved—if you look at what we
agreed to do in Manila, whether the backup
comes into play or not depends on what hap-
pens in the first two instances—what the coun-
try does, what the IMF does, what the judgment
is now.

So it’s completely premature to make a deci-
sion about that. The South Koreans have a very
powerful economy with a great amount of po-
tential. And a lot of this is going to be—involves
making adjustments now in it and then restoring
the natural productive capacity and growth to
the economy. I’m—certainly I don’t see how
anyone could be less than hopeful about the
long-term prospects for the South Korean econ-
omy given their remarkable achievements over
the last few decades.

Prime Minister Chretien. Thank you very
much.

NOTE: The President’s 153d news conference
began at 10 a.m. in the East Room at the Pan
Pacific Hotel. In his remarks, he referred to Nizar
Hamdun, Iraqi Ambassador to the United Na-
tions; and Richard Butler, Executive Chairman,
United Nations Special Commission (UNSCOM).
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